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ABSTBiCT ■ ' ' 

The paper reports results of a study of the 
distribution of productivity aiong sociologists who jpublish. Previous 
research had -indicated that a large' percentage of socio J.d9ir«ts do not 
publish Very often. In this 'study, a randoi sapple'of 300 Ph.D. • 
■eabers of the iierican Sooiological i6S«ciation were queried abo'ut 
^heir publishing activities. The questionnaire liaitcdthe resppnses 
to .publicatioas, papers, and ather leans by iihio# findings of the 
sociologists* dissertg^tions had been disseainated. Tables of response 
data show that 5a'% of all the articles poblished vere written by only 
25X of. the people in the survey. Thus, it is evident that a lajority 
of the articles are written by 'a linority of the sociologists. 
Another analysis .was periEoried to see whether th%" large nuiber of - 
recent Ph.D. Recipients was- inflating the percentage of those with 
few publications. The analysis excluded sociologists who had received 
their degrees after 1969..i4ain, a high percentage o.f articles^was" 
attributed to a saall per<:entage of individuals. The conclusion is 
that there is a highly uneven distribution of productivity a«ong 
Ph.B. sociologists in the Onited States. (*othor/l?). 
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In an^ea^ly study of research authdrship, Smith found 
. that about 75 percent of the authors in the fields of arithmetic, 
English, reading and; spelling had published only one st:udy. 
Similarly^ Colfe & Cpl^ reported that a large* percentage of 
tfte physicists they studied were low in scientif^ productivity .-^ 

' Data on the productivity of Social scientists were publishe'd by . 

3 • ' 

Lazarpfeld & Thi^lens and subsequently Lewis cited these 

figures in supporting his conclusion that the "publication 

record of most academicians' is pretty skimpy i"^ 

: ^he significance of such findings Was suggested by Gardner's 

observations that only rarely can \ndivid^ials v^o aire spor^^ally 

engaged in research be adequately competent to attack the problems 

' 4 

they investigate. He. asserted that "Nothing can replace steady 
and continuing experience in a field of resesyxih as a qualifi- ^ ' 

cation *for doing furidamental and significant researcj^ in that 

• 5 ' ' ' 

* field. 

# 6 7 
More recently, Babchuk & Bates, Wanderer, Gl^nn & 

V ft ^9 lO 11 

Villeme^, — Lightfield,' Larson al- f and Yoels have 

Na presented data suggesting the generally low productivity of 

^ sociologists.' ' ' " 



The purpose. of the^ present study to examine the distri- 

but ion of productivity among those sociiologists who d6 publish. 

^ Data 'were collected by means of a questionnaire sent to a 
\ * ' >. ^ ' . " ' 

random sgmple of 300 cases drawn from the universe of all 

members of the American Sociological' Association residing in 



the ^Jnited States who hold the PhlD. By means of An open- * 
ended format, members were asked to list publications, papers 
presented, and "any other means"'- by twhich findings of their 
dissencations had been^disseminated. It shotilxi be noted that 

the questionnaire was orig:inally desigcied to gather data 

12 ^ ' r • 

relevant to a different research question and is T.imited to 

publications, resulting from doctoral research,. The original 

mailing in- February, 1974, 'together with a follow-up matllng 

in March, yielded a response rate of 72% (N = 216). 

— Table I (pag^ 4) reveals the extent to which it is a 

minority of sociologists who pqblish a majority of articles. 

For exfimple, those so6iologists who wrote three or mor*e 

articles/ (25^ of the producers) pUblished 54% of the total 

nunrtver. Conversely, over half of the producers published only 

/ m 

one arpxcle. 

^ ^The pattern .of pi^Kiuctive concentrs^tion exitiibited in* 
Tsible I is also found irj^^the second table (page .5). Thus, ttje 

of the productive Sampje publishing three or more publictions 
(articles, books, monographs, cKapters, -research bulletins, etc.) 
produced 62% of all publications., On the other hand, nearly <W 
half produced only one publication. \ ^ 

It could reasonab]Ly ^be argued that those sociologists- who 
have recently received the Ph.D. have not been •at risk" as ' 



long as bthers and that* this - factor would inJBate the percentage 

= • • ^ , . * • • ^ ^ 13 \ 

of those with few publications. Because Lightfield' s"^ data 

indicat^e that spciologists who do^'yot publish within five years 

'after receipt of the Ph.D. seldom publish after that ppint, 

a'&ditional computations were made fpr those who had held the 



degree format least five yeqrs. These data found in 
Tab^s III- and IV. ^ 

The date in Table III (page 6) pi?^sent the same picture 

' / ^ * ^ * r ' ' . 

of productive concentration found in T«ble I. For example, 
those who wrote three or more auticleg (22% of!tl\e producers) 
publlsl^ed 49% of the total niWber of articles. . Again; over 
hBlf^57%) produced only oi>e article. SimilaAy, Table IV 
(page 1) exhibits the same 're'latioAship found in T^le II. 
Thus, those >^ho wrote three or more publications (28%) pro- 
duqed 55% of the publications. * Once again, nearly 'half • 

, . r ^ 

produced only one publication. 

The literature* cited earlier suggests that a large per-* 
centage of sociologists' are unproductive. The data presented 
, in this^ study Suggests that of those who do publish, the 
majority are relatively unproductive . Conversely, the highly 
productive minority of individuals pen the majority of pybli- 
cations.- Thus, the picture which appears to emetge is that 
of a highly uneven distribution^ "Of productiyity Nsanong- Ph.D. 
sociologists in the United States. * ^ . - , 
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Article Productivity of 96 Sociologists 



Nuiber of Articles Nutber of Percentage of ^ Nutber of Percentage 

Category ^ iGocidLogists Sociologists .?^rticles of Total - 

p-wf , . ' , *Px±)lishecl Articles 

. ■ — - I.: 

1 ' 52 . 54 . 52 \ 21 ' ■ 

% 
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19 20 . ' • 38 .19 



4 



3 ■ . 10 10 ■ • 30 - 15 



4 • 6 6 .24 12 

5 '-S. ' • 5» . ^'25 \ 13 
*6 • 2. . ' 2 / 12 • ' 
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. Itital "96 ' 99 196 100 , 

^tal cJoes not equEil 100% due to. rounding. ' • V 
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TABLE II 

Ttotal Piblication Produfctivity of 124 Sociologists 



V 



Na±)ef of 
■P\±>lic^ons 
Category 



N\i±)er of 
Sociologists ^ 



Peroentage of 
Sociologists 



NuriDe?: of 

PublicatiOTls 

Proauoed 



PeitJentage of 
' JOtal- 
Piiilications 



. . 1 



57 



25 



46 



20 



57 



50 .. 



21 



18/ 



23 



19 



69 



28 
25 

/ 

18 

2; 



■ 8 

^Tot#l 



1 

^ 124 



100 • 



8 ^ 



276 



101 ^ 



does not eqxiaj 100% due to founding. 
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TABLE III 

Artofele Productivity of 66 Sociologists Who Reoeivfed ' 
the Ph.'D- 'Before 1969 ^ • 



r- 



Nmber of 

Articles 

Categbry 



Nunber of 
Sociologists 



Percentage of 
Sociologists 



Niirber of ^ 

Articles 

Published 



Percj|ntage of 
Totcil Articles^ 



31, « 



14 



4 • 



57 • 



22 



6- 
8 



37 • 

12 
20- 



29 
"22 
10 
16 



« 2. 



3 



10 



12 



8 

Total 



p 
65 



lei 



i 0 



'1-26 



100 



^Totai does not eqioal 100% due to rounding. 
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TABLE" IV 

!Ibtal Publication Productivity of 87 Sociologists 

♦ 

Who Received the Ph.D. Before 1969 



Nutber of 

Piblications 

Category 



Nijrnber of 
Sociologists 



Percentage of 
Sociologists 



Nunber of 

Publications 

Produced 



Peroenta<^ of 
Total 

Publications 



1 
2 
3 
4 

t 

5 



41 
21 
13 
6 
1 
2 



47 



x24 



15 . 



41. 



42 



39 



24 



22 

21 

13 



2 ' 



12 



/ 4. 



Tbtal 



87 



99 



14 



, 185 



8 

100 



^Ttotal does not equal 100% due to rounding. 
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